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DETAILED ACTION 

At the outset, and as set forth in the last Office action, applicant should note that 
the drawings filed on March 30, 2007 are approved. The drawing corrections filed on 
November 13, 2007 are not approved, and are not necessary. The numeral 19 in the 
drawing correction of November 13, 2007 is inaccurate. 

Claims 1-3, 6-8, 12 and 13 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
In claim 1 , line 3 and at other locations, "second means" is unclear, since a first means 
has not been claimed. In claim 1 , lines 7-8, the combination of a small aperture through 
which a locking ring is threaded, and further including a slot for holding a wire wound 
spring is unclear. This appears to claim both a small aperture, and a slot, and claims a 
key ring twice. In claim 2, line 1 , "Amended" should have been replaced with -- 
presented--. In claim 3, line 2, the "docking buttons" (plural) is unclear, since only one 
tag has been claimed. In claim 12, line 2, the circular wire winding, or key ring, appears 
to be claimed a third time, with claim 12 depending from claim 1. In claim 13, line 1, 
"Amended" should have been replaced with -presented--. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-3, 6, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Klose (315) in view of Collier (036). 

Klose teaches a flat, elongated case 1 having a docking port 2 formed therein, a 
tag 3 for attaching to keys, the tag including a docking button 8 connected to the tag 3 
by a spring defined by the groove 30 between the button 8 and the tag 3, the tag 
including a second means defined by the ring 6 and slot 21 for receiving keys, wherein 
the docking button 8 is snap-fitted with the docking port 2, and the button 8 is released 
by digital pressure applied to the button. With respect to claim 3, fig. 7 teaches a case 1 
with plural docking ports 2 and plural docking buttons 8 spaced apart. In fig. 6, Collier 
(036) teaches a slot 15 for receiving a circular key ring 13 (see column 5, line 52). It 
would have been obvious to modify the slot 21 of Klose such that it receives a key ring 
for attaching keys, in view of the teaching of Collier, to provide expected key holding 
results. 

Claims 1, 3, 6-8, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Isenmann (934) in view of Collier (036). 

Isenmann teaches a flat, elongated case 10 having a docking port 42 formed 
therein, a tag 12 for attaching to keys, the tag including a docking button 40, 50 
connected to the tag 12 by a spring arm 36, the tag including a second means defined 
by the key chain and aperture 30 for receiving keys, wherein the docking button 40, 50 
is snap-fitted with the docking port 42, and the button 40, 50 is released by digital 
pressure applied to the button. With respect to claim 7, the keychain located at the 
other end of the case 14 provides a means to allow an additional case to be connected, 
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end-to-end with the case 10. With respect to claim 8, the key chain and the aperture 30 
on the case 10 may also be regarded as providing a side loop for holding other keys. 
In fig. 6, Collier (036) teaches a slot 15 for receiving a circular key ring 13 (see column 
5, line 52). It would have been obvious to modify the aperture 30 of Isenmann such that 
it receives a circular key ring for attaching keys, in view of the teaching of Collier, to 
provide expected key holding results. 

Claims 1-3, 6-8, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Collier (036). 

As seen in fig. 5, Collier teaches a flat, elongated case 16, 17 having a docking 
port 21 formed therein, a tag 16 having a second means defined by aperture 15 for 
receiving a circular key ring 13 (see column 5, line 52) for holding keys, the tag 16 
including a docking button 22 for being snap-fitted (see column 6, line 28) with the 
docking port 21 , the button 22 being released from the port 21 by digital pressure 
applied to the button 22. With respect to claims 3 and 7, Collier also teaches plural, 
end-to-end docking ports and plural docking buttons to connect plural cases together, 
as shown in the Figs. 48, 49 and 63 embodiments, wherein one of these case having a 
key ring may be regarded as the side loop of claim 8. With respect to claim 13, the 
docking button 22 is mounted on a spring arm 19 of the tag. Fig. 6 of Collier (036) 
teaches a slot 15 for receiving a key ring 13. It would have been obvious to modify the 
aperture 15 of Fig. 5 of Collier (036) to include a slot for receiving the key ring, in view of 
the teaching 15 of Fig. 6 of Collier (036), to provide expected key holding results. 
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Applicant's arguments filed April 8, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In response to applicant's remarks on page 5, lines 15-16, it is noted 
that claim 1 , line 2 filed in the Office on November 13, 2007, reads "a case having a 
docking port formed therein and including first means for". It is possible that applicant is 
looking at a different copy of claim 1 , than that which was filed. It is also noted that this 
"first means" does not appear in the amended claim 1 of the claim listing filed on April 8, 
2008. In response to applicant's remarks on page 6, lines 12 and 14, the claims do not 
set forth the keys as to be mounted in the case. The keys are mounted on the case, as 
is set forth in the claims. The remainder of applicant's remarks are regarded as moot, in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lloyd A. Gall whose telephone number is 571-272-7056. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patricia Engle can be reached on 571-272-6660. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Lloyd A. Gall/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3673 

/L A. Q.I 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3673 
May 29, 2008 



